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Dear Harold , 

Today I received your letters concerning th° Pl^hp-r 

xl iLtXri sg&sr-’* «“*« .s.r^r^iis^* oowr 
«•* ^^rM ,, sri. t i5;jsi(i J ss3S, < s ss-s £ n n^ n > 

* hat h ' StlU has answered 1 the tbafc 
ioiiow up to that. I appseclate your sending me the notes on vrm-n 

response to him so that I too could know what was going on. 

As for the matter with Nichols, it is miUo T j 

I was reading over Lane's CITIZEN'S DISSENT in which T ani . A 
to look for references to you. I took especial noUce to IhZ LZ 
with a man whose name I believe was Kaplan — the one who call pd 

so??°of°?M™/ a ?” er JJ th U L tle sblll ‘y- How do you reaoJio these 
the \rnr> ^ ? 1 a If thorou S h ly appalled by those who try to dlscJfdit 

^ someone ^y making personal attacks. SCAV & CRITICS is 
* ZZ r l e °i exam P le * they ahve Sylvia call you "odd " Jext 

£ SS 

the^oJt mi V ^ ^ f ° r t * e ** Uf ®*“ kill? ^hey^akl Jhat^egaS Is”* 0 * 

«£ ffi): 0r ?erLver^o V theJ &Tt£ M£J ^ 

tho1 . Wbat d ° yOU k ? OW abOUt MCC1 °y and the S3T? I know from Inauest 
that he was a real advocaf p nf* ^ +■ . ' J * -U inquest 

for i-v,* “ It u oca , or lta If you examine the record (and 

:ri:",;:,s-g-2 £Hr"L“sLsS£Sirr 

SKTsSt! ™ s Ki%~pj= » ■ - 

behind that. I was just wondering. * significance 

ss* KH li m jsh s as. „“ 3 ir 9 ™ s 

— skjt^tss " 

I am awfully rflished now. 


Still, 

— 


cc. Dick 


